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REMARKS 

Applicant has reviewed the Office Action mailed on October 1 0, 2003, as well as the art 
cited. Claims 30 and 32 have been amended. Claims 1-32 are pending in tliis application. 

Information Disclosure Statement 
Applicant respectfully requests that a copy of the 1449 fonn, listing all references that 
were submitted with the Information Disclosure Statement filed on April 8, 2003 and the 
Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement filed on April 8, 2003, marked as being 
considered and initialed by the Examiner, be returned with the next official communication. 

Specification 

The Specification v/a5 rejected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for tlie 
claimed subject matter* ''Correction of in claim 32 is not supported eitlier by tlie disclosure or 
the drawings." 

Applicant has amended claim 32, As amended. Claim 32 is supported in the 
specification. In particular, please refer to Figure 1 and paragraph [0023] of the present 
application. Applicant respectfully requests the withdrawal of the rejection of claim 32 

Reiections Under 35 S 112 

Claim 32 was rejected under 35 USC § 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it i$ most neariy connected, to make and/or xise the invention. 

Applicant has amended Claim 32* As amended. Claim 32 is supported in the 
specification in such a way to enable one skilled in the art Please refer to Figure 1 and 
paragraph [0023] of die present application. Applicant respectfully requests the withdrawal of 
the rejection of claim 32 under 35 USC § 1 12, first paragraph. 
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Claims 1, 7, 12, 17, 30 and 31 were rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Nishimtira, (U.S. Patent No, 5,990,71 5). 

A claim is anticipated only if each and every element a$ set forth in the claim is found, 
either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference. Verdegaal Bros. v. Union 
Oil Co, of California, 814 F.2d 628, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 10 (Fed. Cin 1987). MPEP § 2131 

Claim 1 

Tn regards to independent Claim 1 , Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner*s 
rejection of Claim 1 under 35 USC § 102(b). Claim 1 includes elements not taught by the 
Nishimura reference. For example. Claim 1 includes the clement "a down converter channel 
coupled to receive each of the plurality of internal logic clock signals." The Nishimura reference 
docs not teach "a down converter channel coupled to receive each of the plurality of internal 
logic clock signals." In particular, l^ishimura reference relates to a semiconductor circuit having 
a voltage divider 30 that divides an input signal SI into first and second output signals S2 and 
S3, wherein S3 is an inverted signal of S2. Please see Figures 2-4, and column 6 lines 1 0-43 of 
the Nishimura reference. Moreover, Nishimura (Figure-2 and column 5, lines 32-38) shows tliat 
only S2 is connected to a dummy delay circuit (34) while S3 is connected to a phase comparator 
(31). Hence, the Nishimura reference does not teach a down converter channel coupled to 
receive each of the plurality of internal logic clock signals. Accordingly, since not every clement 
in Claim 1 is tauglit by the Nishimura reference, die Applicant respcctfiiUy requests the 
withdrawal of the rejection of Claim 1 under 35 USC § 102Cb). 

Moreover, since Claim 2-6 depends from and further define patcntably distinct Claim 1 
and for at least the reasons stated abovc^ should also be allowed. In addition, since the Applicant 
believes the dependent claims are allowable for above reasons, not all rejections of said claims 
may have been addressed in this response. Hence, Applicant retains the right to address said 
rejections if a further response is required. 
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Claiiti 7 

As noted above with regards to CIaim-1 , Nishimura does not teach "a down converter 
channel coupled to receive each of the plurahty of internal logic clock signals/' This element is 
also included in independent Claim 7. Accordingly, since not every element in Claim 7 is taught 
by tlie Nishimura reference, the Applicant respectfully requests tlie witlidrawal of tlie rejection of 
Claim 7 under 35 USC § 102(b), 

Moreover, since Claim 8-1 1 depends from and further define patentably distinct Claim 7 
and for at least the reasons stated above, should also be allowed. In addition, since tlie Applicant 
believes the dependent clmms are allowable for above reasons, not all rejections of said claims 
may have been addressed in this response. Hence, Applicant retains the right to address said 
rejections if a further response is required. 

Claim 12 

In regards to independent Claim 12, Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's 
rejection of Claim 1 2 under 35 USC § 1 02(b), Claim 1 2 includes elements not taught by the 
Nishimura reference. For example. Claim 1 2 includes the element "a down converter channel 
coupled to receive the plurality of internal logic clock signals." The Nishimura reference does 
not teach "a down converter channel coupled to receive the plurality of internal logic clock 
signals," as is disclosed and claimed in Claim 12 of the present application. The Nishimura 
reference relates to a semiconductor circuit having a voltage divider 30 that divides an input 
signal SI into first and second output signals S2 and S3, wherein S3 is an inverted signal of S2. 
S2 is supplied to dummy delay circuit 34 and S3 is supplied to a phase comparator 31. Plea$e 
see Figure 2 and column 5, lines 32-38 of the Nishimura reference. This i$ not what is claimed 
in Claim 1 2 of the present application as $et out above. Since not every element in Claim 1 2 is 
tauglit by the Nishimura reference^ Applicant respectfully requests the withdrawal of Claim 1 2 
under 35 USC§ 102(bV 

Moreover, since Claim 13-16 depends from and fiirther define patentably distinct Claim 
12 and for at least the reasons stated above^ should also be allowed^ In addition, since the 
Applicant believes the dependent claims are allowable for above reasons, not all rejections of 
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said claims may have been addressed in this response. Hence, Applicant retains the right to 
address said rejections if a fhrther response is required. 

Claim 1 7 

In regards to independent Claim 1 7, Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's 
rejection of Claim 17 under 35 USC § I02Cb). Claim 17 includes elements not taught by the 
Nishin^ura reference. For example. Claim 1 7 includes the clement "a down converter chaimel 
coupled to receive the plurality of internal logic dock signals." The Nishimura reference does 
not teach "a down converter channel coupled to receive the plurality of internal logic clock 
signals," as is disclosed and claimed in Claim 1 7 of the present application* The Nishimura 
reference relates to a semiconductor circuit having a voltage divider 30 that divides an input 
signal SI into first and second output signals S2 and S3, wherein S3 is an inverted signal of S2. 
S2 is supplied to dummy delay circuit 34 and S3 is supplied to a phase comparator 31. Please 
see Figure 2 and column 5 Jines 32-38 of the Nisliimura reference. This is not what is claimed 
in Claim 1 7 of the present apph'cation as set out above. Since not every element in Claim 17 is 
taught by the Nishimura reference. Applicant respectfully requests the withdrawal of Claim 1 7 
under 35 USC § 102(b). 

Moreover-, since Claim 1 8-20 depends firom and further define patentably distinct Claim 
17 and for at least the reasons stated above, should also be allowed. In addition, $ince the 
Applicant believes the dependent claims are allowable for above reasons, not all rejections of 
said claims may have been addressed in this response. Hence, Applicant retains the riglit to 
address said rejections if a further response is required* 

Claim 30 

Applicant has amended claim 30 to include tlie words "a plurality of internal logic clock 
signals of different frequencies*" The Nishimura reference docs not teach "a plurality of internal 
logic clock signals of different frequencies," as is claimed in claim 30 of the present application. 
As stated above, the Nishimura reference relates to internal logic clock signals S2 and S3 (as 
shown in Figure 2) having the same frequency but with a different phase (as shown in Figure 4, 



PAGE 17/21 * RCVD AT 1/12/2004 7:18:06 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:ySPT0-EFXRMI2* DNIS:8?29306 * CS1D:612 332 4731 * DURATION (mm-ss):05-24 



JAN-1 2-2004 (MON) 19:18 FOGG AND ASSOC I ATEa LLC 



(FAX) 61 2 332 4731 



P. 018/021 



Amendment and Response Pace 1 7 

Serial No.: 09/935,209 

Filing Date: August 22, 2001 Attorney Docket No, 100.232US01 

Title: COMPENSATING FOR DIFFERENCES BETWEEN CLOCK SIGNALS 



5y 7 and 8; column 6, lines 42-44 of the Nishimura reference). Therefore, the Applicant 
respectfully requests die withdrawal of Claim 30 under 35 USC § 1 02(b). 

Claim 31 

Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's rejection of Claim 3 1 under 35 U.S.C. 
1 02. Claim 3 1 includes the clement "a phase comparator coupled to receive a first clock signal 
and „ . a data channel coupled to receive the first clock signal The Nishimura references 
does not teach ***'a phase comparator coupled to receive a first clock signal and * a data 
channel coupled to receive the first dock signal " as is disclosed and claimed in Claim 31 of 
the present application. Referring to Figure-2 of tlie Nishimura reference, the Nishimura 
reference relates to a divider circuit S3 outputting a signal S3 only to a phase comparator 3 1 . 
Nii>himura does not teach ^''a data channel coupled to receive the first clock signal Since 
not eveiy element in Claim 3 1 is taught by the Nishimura reference, Applicant respectfully 
requests the withdrawal of Claim 31 under 35 USC § 102(b). 

Claims 21, 24 and 27 were rejected under 35 USC § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nishimura, (U.S. Patent No. 5,990,715). 

Claims 2-4, 6, S-IO, 1 3-1 5, 1 8, 1 9, 22, 25, 26 and 29 were rejected under 35 USC § 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Nidumura, (U.S. Patent No. 5,990,715) in view of Riordan et 
aL (U.S. Patent No. 5,3 1 7,601 ). 

To establish a case of prima facie obviousness, tluree basic criteria must be met. First, 
tliere must be some suggestion or motivation, cither in the references thcmsdvcs or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary sikill in the art, to modify the reference or to 
combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. 
Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations. The teaching or suggestion to make the clmmed combination and the reasonable 
expectation of success must both be found in the prior art and not based in the applicant's 
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disclosure. In re vaecK 947 R2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir 1991). MFEP § 2143 - § 
2143.03. 

Claim 21 

In regards to indqjendent Claim 2l» Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's 
rejection of Claim 21 under 35 USC § 103(a), Claim 21 includes elements not taught or 
suggested by the Nishimura reference. For example. Claim 21 includes the clement ^Svhercin 
each of the plurality of down converter channels is coupled to receive the plurality of internal 
logic clock signals.'''* The Nishimura reference does not teach or suggest 'Svherein each of the 
plurality of down converter channels is coupled to receive the plurality of internal logic clock 
signals," as is disclosed and claimed in Claim 21 of the present application. The Nishimura 
reference relates to a semiconductor circuit having a voltage divider 30 that divides an input 
signal Si into first and second output signals S2 and S3, wherein S3 is an inverted signal of S2, 
52 is supplied to dummy delay circuit 34 and S3 is supplied to a phase comparator 3 1 . Please 
sec Figure 2 and column 5, lines 32-38 of tJic Nishimura reference. This is not what is claimed 
in Claim 21 of the present application as set out above. Since not cvcty clement in Claim 21 is 
taught or suggested by the Nishimura reference. Applicant respectfully requests the withdrawal 
of Claim 21 under 35 USC § 102(b). 

Moreover, since Claims 22-24 depend from and further dciine patentably distinct Claim 
21 and for at least the reasons stated above, should also be allowed. In addition, since the 
Applicant believes the dependent claims are allowable for above reasons, not all rejections of 
said claims may have been addressed in this response* Hence, Applicant retains the right to 
address said rejections if a further response is required. 

Claim 27 

Applicant traverses the Examiner's rejection of Claim 27 under 1 03(a), Claim 27 
includes elements not taught or suggested by the Nishimura reference. For example. Claim 27 
includes the clement .wherein each down converter channel is coupled to receive each of the 
plurality of internal logic clock signals and the control signal, . The Nishimura reference does 
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not teach or suggest .wherein each down converter channel is coupled to receive each of the 
plurality of internal logic clock signals and the control signal , . as is disclosed and Claimed in 
Claim 27 of the present application. The Nishimura reference (at Figure-2 and column 5, lines 
32-38) shows that S2 is connected to the dummy delay circuit (34) while S3 is connected to a 
phase comparator (31). Accordingly, the Applicant respectfally requests the withdrawal of the 
rejection of Claim 27 under 103(a), 

Since Claim 28 and 29 depend from and farther define patentably distinct Claim 27 and 
for at leaiit tlie rea50n$ stated above, should also be allowed. Tn addition, since the Applicant 
believes tlie dependent claims are allowable for above reasons, not all rejections of said claims 
may have been addressed in this response. Hence, Applicant retains the right to address said 
rejections if a further response is required, 

Claims_25_and 26 

In regards to independent Claims 25 and 26 Applicant respectfully traverses the 
Examiner's rejections of Claims 25 and 26 under 1 03(a). Not only has the Examiner failed to 
shown that the references teach every element of the respective claims, the Examiner has also 
failed to show a factual basis for modifying said references* Neither the Nishimum nor the 
Riordan et al. reference alone or in combination teach or suggest every element of respective 
claims 25 and 26. For example, claims 25 and 26 include the elements ^Vhen the one of the 
plurality of internal logic clock signals is in phase with tlie received sample clock, selecting a 
data signal that is clocked on the rising edge of the one of the plurality of internal logic clock 
signals'' and "when the one of the plurality of internal logic clock signals is out of phase with the 
received sample clock, selecting the data that is clocked on the falling edge of the one of the 
plurality of internal logic clock signals" Neither the Nishimura nor the Riordan ct al, reference 
teach or suggest these elements. Moreover, neither the Nishimura nor the Riordan ct al. 
reference suggest to modify the reference to come up with what has been claimed in Claims 25 
and 26 of the present application. Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully requests the 
withdrawal of the rgections of Claims 25 and 26 under 103(a). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5^ 1 1 , 16, 20, 23 and 2S were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but were indicated to be allowable if rewritten in independent tbrni including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the indication that claims 5, 11, 16, 20, 23 and 28 are 
allowable over the prior art if rewritten in independent form including all the limitations of the 
ba$e claim and any intervening claims. 

CONCLUSION 

Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-32 are in condition for allowance and 
notification to that effect is earnestly requested. If necessaiy, please charge any additional fees 
or credit overpayments to Deposit Account No, 502432, 

If the Examiner has any qucstioias or concerns regarding this application, please contact 
the undersigned at (612) 332-4720. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Date: /- /^^ --f 

Attorneys for Applicant 
Fogg and Associates, LLC 
P.O. Box 581339 
Minneapolis, MN 55458-1339 
T-(6I2) 332^720 
F- (61 2) 677-3553 
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